I, Julia Eickmeier, hereby sw 


ea 


1. The child hasnt seen her mo 
against me in October of 2016 


2.1 went without seeing my Daughter during that time as well 

knowledge it has learned so far about the case and drop the matter for the 


3. The court should apply the 
facts listed: 

a. That no just cause 
any grounds to have one in th 


b. The DCFS worker t 
been heard at the shelter car 


;stified that the child would have been returned to Mom had this matter 
; hearing, the true and proper place to hear this matter. 


c. They lied and com 
hospital for sexual abuse exa 


riited perjury when saying that the Mom took the child to more than one 
ms when listing their reasons. 


d. Issues being discus 
immediate safety and more cf 
that are to be heard in the ci\ il 


e. Bob Steele went a 
relationship with her Mom 
alienate the child from her m 


for 


f. The child wants to 
Mom for Christmas and askec 
that was all she wanted, sour 


h. According to the D 
signs of abuse so they could 
fact that there are no level on 
was needed for out of county 


i. DCFS set Mom up w 
planned to get Dad custody th 


Emergency Order of Protection Drop 
r and affirm the following: 

ther in going on three years since the order of protection was placed 


upports there being an order of protection at this time, as there was never 
e first place. 


ed in the Order of Protection hearing are irrelevant to the child's 
a risk is posed by denying her a relationship with her mother for matters 
il court proceedings about custody for the minor. 


f ainst his duty to protect the interests of the minor by denying her a 
an unreasonably long length of time which appears to be an attempt to 
other. 


: ee her mom according to sources who say she was begging to see her 
Santa claus at school if she could see her Mom for Christmas, claiming 
es say. 


g. The child doesn't d ;serve to be seperated from a supporting Mom who only wanted to see 
her safe and away from harmi 


-FS workers, they told Mom to take child to the hospital when she showed 
approrpiate proper services to her according to a doctors order, due to the 
e resources in the area capable of suiting the child's needs and a referreal 
services but local DCFS werent willing to do this without a doctors order. 


hen asking her to take child to the doctors to obtain such letter and 
e entire time through an illegal meeting they had with Mr. Steele, the 






father's attorney prior to pi, 


nning to testify at the order of protection hearing. 


tak 


j. They used the Ord 
there being a real need to 
heard at the true and proper 
the child would be been ret 


er of Protection hearing to get Dad custody through this measure instead of 
:e protective custody, as to their reasoning, to avoid having the matter 
venue to hear the matter the shelter care hearing which DCFS testified that 
urned to Mom at had the matter been heard there. 


k. It is improper to hfe 
care hearing would have se 


ryed 


I. It is far against her 
amount of time alotted to r 
past that point. 


m. It is essential to r$: 
regular visitation time with 
deprive the child of a relation 
visitation during the course 
shelter care hearing where th 


n. This is a deliberate 
considered an act of abuse it 
which needs to be reinstates. 


ive a custody change through an order of protection hearing when a shelter 
the best interests of the child better. 


best interest to drag this matter on for over two years. The optimum 
esolve an emergency order of protection hearing is two years and we are 


:sume custody as it was agreed on by the parties to allow child to have 
e Mom and some time with the father. It is improper to completely 
iship with her Mom to hear matters that are set to be resolved with 
regular custody proceedings, just so that DCFS could avoid a proper 
iey said child would be returned to Mom at if it was heard there. 


attempt to deprive child of a relationship with her Mom, which can be 
:self on the courts part, the alienation of child and mothers relationship 


o. The court should allow normal visitation to resume as it was before on an emergency basis to 
protect the best interests of 1 he minor child and hear the custody and visitation requests as per 

and unnecceasry op hearing. 


conducted before the illegal 


p. The child deserves 
deny the child from a protect! 
and not have their parents set 
enviornment. 


to have a Mom who is willing to protect her from abuse and attempts to 
ive mother has been abusive to her as every child deserves to be protected 
up by child protective services to be placed in a deliberately abusive 


q. The Mom has not 
signs of abuse and the DCFS 
could get something set up tc 
this, is considered an act of ab 
without any help from any su 


r. The child should 
1.She loves 


abused the child and the child deserves to be seen by a doctor if she shows 
locally ordered her Mom to take her there when showing signs so they 
stop the abuse from continuing. The actions taken to protect child from 
'use itself and it was soley geared to allowing the child to endure abuse 
Dportive or protective parties. 


have her Mom in her life on a regular basis because: 


he 


r mom. 


2. They deser/e to be together 

3. The Dad has no interest taking care of the child full time as has been expressed to 






the Mom and is noted on th 


record how he went after visitation for his mom, not personal purpses. 


4. He freque 

care at all, when she could 
visitation greement, which 


ntly leaves the child with other people, leaving the child with no parental 
left in the care of her Mom according to the right of first refusal in the 
Would be in the child's best interst. 


be 


he 


5. The child 
the truama endured from tl 
to be protected and respect^ 
litem at this time and appro 
normal custody and visiation 
heard before the disrupting 


deserves to have counseling at Michael Fields' office in Chicago illinois for 
unnecessary separation of relationship with her Mom. The child desrves 
d in the court of law and I request for the court to hire her a guardian ad 
jriate the proper final actions to close the order of protection and resume 
as was agreed on by the parties and hear the custody matters as was being 
order of protection. 


4. The order of protection fc 
such grounds for needing th 
concern about the child, in 
bring the confusion about th 
returned to normal. 


r the father should also be dropped as it was labeled improperly and no 
2 OP are given as the Mom has a right to e-mail authorities about her 
non-harassing way, that would best suit the best inerests of the child and 
e abuse to an end, for the court so matters can be resolved and things 


a. The e-mails ewre 
about the abuse matters for 
possible, which is reasonable 


tot an act of harassment but they were an act to resolve the confusions 
the court and have reliable people testify on behalf of the minor child, if 
, and not unreasonable. 


c. The Mother has a 
and the e-mails could be co 


5. A mother desrves to see 
protect her, which in this cai 


6. The court went against th 
with her Mom, and placed w 
nutorisouly protective. 


7. Please allow her to have 
of drag the matter on inapp 
as the court is not doing the 
her Mom and the child nee 
not allow her rights to be re 


b. According to law {he act of harassment would have to be conisdered an unreasonable action, 
which in this case it was not 


right to subpoena parties to testify on behalf of the minor child for court 
risidered just that. 


her 


child especially when she is willing to do everything in her power to 
e, She is. 


3 child's best interests to allow her to be deprived of a normal relationship 
ith the Dad when the Dad was nutoirously abusive and the Mom 


her 


Mom back in her life by dismissing the OP on an Emergency basis insteac 
ropriately or see to it that a Guardian ad lidem is hired on the child's behalf 
child any favors by causing the child to be deprived of a relationship with 
an advocate to advocate on her behalf, best intersts, etc, if the court will 
spected otherwise. 


ds 


8. In the case of 15-F-153, the child is referred to as Connor Lee Robbins, and the Dad has no visitation 
rights to that child as such child doesn't exist. 







a. This is a fault in tf 
the OP dropped because the 
doesn't exist causing there t 
possible as he never petition 


person whom the father had rights to was Connor Lee Robbins, who 
be no need for an Order of Protection as well as custody for the father not 
ed rights to Madeline and clearly petitioend rights to Connor. 


b. These are all reasp 
agreement wasnt even just, 


ns why the court should drop the OP and resume visitaiton as the visitation 
and in such agreement Dad had rights to Connor, not to Madeline. 


been 


c. The Mom has 
only parent on the birth cer 


the true and proper parent to her this whole time and and has been the 
tjificate until as of recent. 


d. It is beyond inapp 
petitioned rights to and I co 
record and petition rights to 


-opaite to treat the father as the sole custodian of such child he never 
rrpell Mr. Steele to address this mtter to fix the name of the child on the 
the actual child, riot Connor Lee Robbins. 


e. This is inappropri 
inappropriately on the record 


f. The child needs to 
her name improperly, giving 

g. It is improper for< 
father who doesnt have righ 
to the record. 

h. The court has hur 
did anything to harm the chi 


pe 


9. Please dismiss this impro 
of that child and hear matter 
agreement should be after th 


To all other matters the court deems equittable and just 


e documents which needs to be clarified and a proper name listed as well 


as 


te and against the best interst of the child to have her name listed 
and it needs to be fixed at once. 


be returned to Mom as she was before the false request for visitation listec 
father rights to a child that doesnt exist. 

court to allow an order of protection to be taken and custody given to a 
s or custody to such child based on who he petitioned rights to according 

this child and needs to back off their prosecution of the Mom as she never 
d who the dad has no actual rights to. 


r order of proteciton and return rights to the Mom who is the true parent 
s accordingly to proper law as to what the custody and visitation 
iat. 


Signed Julia Eickmeier 
2830 4th St. #13 
Peru Illinois 61354 










